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nothing but admiration, acquiescence, and a reminder
that the idea of a nuclear atom was not entirely new,
remained a possible attitude for anyone who had
followed the progress of its development. Let us deal
with the last point first, to remove every chance of
mistake. Absolute novelty cannot indeed be claimed
for Rutherford's main idea, but on the other hand
clear priority must be asserted for his fruitful use of the
notion, in the ordering of existing data and the pre-
diction of new effects. The very man who, according
to the evidence of W. H. Bragg's postcard, first reminded
him of Nagaoka's paper, later wrote in the same con-
nexion:1

"... for the purposes of science, the author of an
idea is he who first uses it to explain facts."

Explanatory scope and the power of correlating diverse
phenomena, not mere similarity in verbal expressions
is the sole test in these matters; if it were not so, then
more attention might have to be paid to a statement of
Millikan in 1904^

" Since, however, no evidence has as yet appeared
to show that positively charged electrons ever be*
come detached from atoms, J. J. Thomson has brought
forward the hypothesis that perhaps the positive
charges constitute the nucleus of the atom* while
the negative electrons are on the outside and are
therefore more easily detachable."

Here it has only required the accident of a slight change
in wording in what Thomson originally wrote to give
a very modern ring to this statement by his reporter.
In April, 1913, the results of the farther tests coo-

1 N. R. Campbell, The Structure ef tke Atom* 1933, p. vL
* Popular Science Monthly, April, 1904.